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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the appUcation filed on 10/30/2001 . 
The priority date for this appUcation is 10/30/2001. 
Claims 1-25 are pending and have been examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections imder this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was knovsoi or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

2. Claims 1-3, 6-7, 9-19 and 21-24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Franco et al., US Patent No. 6,687,745 (hereinafter Franco). 

As Per Claim 1, Franco teaches that presenting the application and the second 
information based upon the presentational information, and storing on the client computer 
an interactive link for selectively re-establishing the second communication connection to 
the application server for retrieving the first information and presenting the appUcation 
and the second information on an as-needed basis. (E.g. see Abstract and associated text). 
In that Franco discloses the method that covering the steps of a method for installing an 
application in a operating system, comprising: 

"enabling selection of an application from one or more applications (e.g. see col. 
4: 1 8-24, which states "... selectively retrieving and presenting remotely stored 
applications ... ")"; 
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"enabling dragging of a graphical representation of said selected application 
towards a graphical representation of a compartment (e.g. see col. 19:64 to col. 20:14, 
dragged and dropped) of said trusted operating system (e.g. see col. 20: 1-4, which states 
". . . the attachment appears as a known file type . . the examiner inteprets that the client 
25 is a secured operating system because the attachment is a known file type to the client; 
also see col. 17:65 to col. 18:7); 

"enabling dropping of said graphical representation of said application on said 
graphical representation of said compartment (e.g. see col. 19:64 to col. 20:14, droplet- 
enabled)"; and 

"automatically installing said selected application in said selected compartment in 
response to said dropping of said graphical representation of said selected application 
(e.g. see col. 19:64 to col. 20:14, which states "... attachment is copied onto ...")". 

As Per claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Franco 
teaches: 

"automatically determining one or more supporting resources (e.g. see col. 20:9- 
14, droplet-enabled survey appHcation and/or information) associated with said selected 
application"; 

"automatically retrieving said supporting resources (e.g. see col. 20:14, 
retrieved)"; and 

"automatically installing said supporting resources within said selected 
compartment (e.g. see col. 19:64 to col. 20:14)". 
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As Per claim 3, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Franco 
teaches: 

"automatically determining access controls for one or more files associated with 
said selected application (e.g. see col. 16:53-66, which states "The file generated during 
the downloading operation is accessed to support the representation operation . . .")"; and 

"automatically setting said determined access controls for said one or more files 
(e.g. see col. 16:53-66, which states ". . .the details/content of the file are determined by 
the parameters that embedded the downloadable item (link) into the informational content 
36 delivered to the cUent computer 20 . ..")"• 

As Per claim 6, the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and fiirther Franco teaches 
"automatically selecting one or more library files (e.g. see col. 18:23-28)". 

As Per claim 7, the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and further Franco teaches 
"automatically selecting one or more configuration files (e.g. see FIG. 1, file 74 
and associated text, and col. 4:46-47, network configured computer processing system)". 

As Per claim 9, the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated and further Franco teaches 
"automatically determining access controls for at least one of said files based at 
least in part on the type of the file (e.g. see col. 20:3)". 

As Per claim 10, the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated and further Franco 

teaches 
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"automatically determining access controls for at least one of said files based at 
least in part on the location of the file (e.g. see FIG. 1, link 72 and associated text)". 

As Per claim 11, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Franco 

teaches 

"enabling dropping of said graphical representation of said application in close 
proximity to said graphical representation of said compartment (e.g. see col. 19:64 to col. 
20:14)". 

As Per claim 12, Franco teaches a method for installing an appUcation in a 
compartment-based trusted operating system, comprising: 

"displaying a graphical representation of a plurality of compartments of said 
trusted operating system (e.g. see FIG. 2 and associated text and see col. 20: 1-4, which 
states "... the attachment appears as a known file type . . .", the examiner inteprets that the 
client 25 is a secured operating system because the attachment is a known file type to the 
client; also see col. 17:65 to col. 18:7))"; 

"enabling dragging of a graphical representation of said appUcation towards a 
graphical representation of a compartment of said plurality of compartments (e.g. see col. 
19:64 to col. 20:14, dragged and dropped)"; 

"enabling dropping of said graphical representation of said application on said 
graphical representation of said compartment (e.g. see col. 19:64 to col. 20:14, droplet- 
enabled)"; and 
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"automatically installing said application in said selected compartment in 
response to said dropping of said graphical representation of said compartment (e.g. see 
col. 19:64 to col. 20: 14, which states . . attachment is copied onto . ..")"■ 

As per Claims 13-14, the rejection of claim 12 are incorporated and are rejected 
under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 2-3 respectfully. 

As Per claim 15, the rejection of claim 14 is incorporated and further Franco 

teaches 

"assigning a compartment label unique to said compartment to each of said 
supporting resources (e.g. see col. 5:20-29)". 

As per Claim 16, the rejection of claim 12 is incorporated and is rejected under 
the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 11. 

As Per claim 1 7, Franco teaches a graphical software installation tool for 
installing an application in a trusted operating system, comprising: 

"a graphical user interface (e.g. see FIG. 2, text box 1 12 and associated text)", 
comprising: 

"a display portion displaying at least one compartment of said trusted 
operating system (e.g. see FIG. 2, web page 100 and associated text)"; and 

"an application portion comprising a graphical representation of at least 
one appUcation, said graphical representation of said at least one application 
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operable to be dragged from said application portion to said display portion, 
wherein dropping of said graphical representation of said at least one application 
on a graphical representation of said at least one compartment causes automatic 
installation of said apphcation in said compartment (e.g. see FIG. 2 and associated 
text, i.e. see col. 19:64 to col. 20:14)". 

As per Claims 18-19, the rejection of claim 17 are incorporated and are rejected 
under the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 1 1 and 3 
respectfully. 

As per Claim 21, the rejection of claim 19 is incorporated and is rejected under 
the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claims 9-10. 

As Per claim 22, Franco teaches a method for installing an application in a trusted 
operating system, comprising: 

"enabling selection of an application from one or more applications (e.g. see col. 
4: 1 8-24, which states "... selectively retrieving and presenting remotely stored 
applications . . . 

"enabling association of said selected application (e.g. see col. 19:64 to col. 
20:14) with a compartment of the trusted operating system (e.g. see col. 20: 1-4, which 
states "... the attachment appears as a known file type . . .", the examiner inteprets that the 
client 25 is a secured operating system because the attachment is a known file type to the 
client; also see col. 17:65 to col. 18:7)"; and 
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"automatically installing said selected application in said selected compartment in 
response to said association of said selected application with said selected compartment 
(e.g. see col. 19:64 to col. 20:14, which states "... attachment is copied onto ...")". 

As Per claim 23, the rejection of claim 22 is incorporated and further Franco 

teaches 

"enabling dragging of a graphical representation of said selected application 
towards a graphical representation of said selected compartment (e.g. see col. 19:64 to 
col. 20:14, dragged and dropped)"; and 

"enabling dropping of said graphical representation of said selected application on 
said graphical representation of said selected compartment (e.g. see col. 19:64 to col. 
20:14, droplet-enabled)". 

As Per claim 24, the rejection of claim 23 is incorporated and further Franco 

teaches 

"enabling dropping of said graphical representation of said selected application in 
close proximity to said graphical representation of said selected compartment (e.g. see 
col. 19:64 to col. 20: 14, droplet-enabled)". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 4-5, 20 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Franco in view of Bearden et al. US Patent No. 6,550,061 (hereinafter Bearden). 

As Per claim 4, the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated and further Franco does 
not explicitly disclose displaying file access control. However, Bearden in an analogous 
art teaches in a manner such as "displaying said access controls along with the files with 
which said access controls are associated". (E.g. see FIGURE 6. and associated text, i.e. 
see col. 5:19-42). Therefore, it would have been obvious to incorporate the teaching of 
Bearden into the teaching of Franco to display file access control. The modification 
would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated for a user to delete registry keys by adding a user with administrators 
privileges. 

As Per claim 5, the rej ection of claim 3 is incorporated and further Franco does 
not explicitly disclose modifying access controls in response to a user input. However, 
Bearden in an analogous art teaches in a manner such as "modifying said access controls 
in response to a user input". (E.g. see FIGURE 6. and associated text, i.e. see col. 5:19- 
42). Therefore, it would have been obvious to incorporate the teaching of Bearden into 
the teaching of Franco to modify access controls in response to a user input. The 
modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated for a user to delete registry keys by adding a user with 
administrators privileges. 
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As per Claim 20, the rejection of claim 19 is incorporated and is rejected under 
the same reason set forth in connection of the rejection of claim 4. 

As Per claim 25, the rejection of claim 23 is incorporated and further Franco 

teaches 

"automatically determining access controls for one or more files associated with 
said selected application (e.g. see col. 16:53-66, which states "The file generated during 
the downloading operation is accessed to support the representation operation 

"automatically setting said determined access controls for said one or more files 
(e.g. see col. 16:53-66, which states ". . .the details/content of the file are determined by 
the parameters that embedded the downloadable item (link) into the informational content 
36 deUvered to the cUent computer 20 . . . ")". 

Franco does not explicitly disclose displaying file access control. However, 
Bearden in an analogous art teaches in a manner such as "displaying said access controls 
along with the files with which said access controls are associated". (E.g. see FIGURE 6. 
and associated text, i.e. see col. 5:19-42). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
incorporate the teaching of Bearden into the teaching of Franco to display file access 
control. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated for a user to delete registry keys by adding a user with 
administrators privileges. 

Franco does not explicitly disclose modifying access controls in response to a user 
input. However, Bearden in an analogous art teaches in a manner such as "modifying 
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said access controls in response to a user input". (E.g. see FIGURE 6. and associated text, 
i.e. see col. 5:19-42). Therefore, it would have been obvious to incorporate the teaching 
of Bearden into the teaching of Franco to modify access controls in response to a user 
input. The modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated for a user to delete registry keys by adding a user with 
administrators privileges. 



4. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Franco in 
view of Andersen et al. US Patent No. 6,795,963 (hereinafter Andersen). 

As Per claim 8, the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and further Franco does 
not explicitly disclose querying an executable file. However, Andersen in an analogous 
art teaches in a manner such as "querying an executable file (E.g. see col. 1 1 :21-25)". 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to incorporate the teaching of Andersen into the 
teaching of Franco to query an executable file. The modification would have been 
obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated for a 
debugger to enhance analysis of core files in an interactive debugging environment. 



Application/Control Number: 10/013,043 
Art Unit: 2122 



Page 12 



Conclusion 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kuo-Liang J Tang whose telephone number is 703-305- 
4866. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached on 703-305-4552. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

After October 25, 2004, examiner can be reached at new telephone number (571) 
272-3705, and the examiner's supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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